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REMARKS 

In response to the Fmal Office ActioB mailed Febmary 7, 2007, the Appl icaiits 
respectftitiy request recdisideratioi^ in view of the above claim amendiiienis mid the 
followmg remarks. Claims \ , 3-7 and 9-1 2, 16, and 17 remain pending in this application 
and currently stand rejected. As shown above. Claims 4, 10, arid 16 have been caBceied 
witiiout prejudice or disckimer. Claims 1, 7, 9 aiid 1 1 have been amended to clarify the 
Sifbiect matter and correct minor informaiiites. No new matter has beeii added by the 
amendt^ients. The claims as presented are beJieved to be in atiowable coBdiiion. 

diiim R^eetmns Under 35 §112 

The Action rejected claim 1 6 under 35 U.S .C. § 1 1 2, first paragraph as failing to 
comply with the written descrip^ior^ requiremenl. As stated above, claim 16 has been 
cancelled without prejudice or disclaimer. Tiierefore, tlie rejection is moot, 

Clmm R^eciiam Under SSUS^C §Mi 

The Action rejected claims 7 and 9*1 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 101, because the 
claimed invention is not directed to statotory siibject matter. The Office Action alleges 
that the claims disclose fimctional descriptive material but not m combiiiation with m 
appropriate computer readable medium. Applicants respect&Oy traverse the rejectim. 

Amended claim 7 recites ''[a] computer readable mediimi having stored thereon 
computer-executable instTuctions which when executed by a computer perfonn. . / ' The 
actions inchide physical actions such as displaying or hiding ftom vtew% The 
Specification pro sides ample description of a computer readable medium such as 
hard disk drive 27, a mag?ietic disk drive 28, e.g., to read from or write to a removable 
disk 29, and an optical disk drive 30, e.g., for reading a CD-ROM disk 31 or to read from 
or write to other optica! media. Ihe hard disk drive 27, magiietic disk drive 28, and 
optica! disk drive 30 are connected to the system bus 23 by a hard disk dri ve interlace 32, 
a magnetic disk drive interface 33, and an optica! drive iiiterfece 34, respectively. The 
dri v es and their associated computer-readable media provide nonvolatile storage. . 
(Specification page 9, lines 1 1 -1 7). Thxjs, the physical structure of the comprjter readable 
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mediiini, pirysical nature of actions perfonned by the stored instrucliojis, and the 
coiiiiectkm between the instructions and the computer readable meditmi is adequately 
provided in the claims. Applicants respectMly siteiit, the rejection is thareifore 
improper md should be witiidrawn. Notice to that effect is requested. 

Clmm Rejections Under SS ILS.CZ §1GS 

The Action rejected claims 1, 3-7, 9-12. and 16-17 uuder 35 U S,C. § I03(a} m 
beiog unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6341^359 to Aiken (hereinafter 
Applicants respectfblty traverse the rejections. 

Applicants^ amejided claim 1 recites a method for disptaying a static iuforrnatioti 
tip that includes, imer aim, **receiving ati indicatiou of fbcnsiug on the first data field, 
wherein the indicadou incl udes placement of a cursor on the first data field", "iu response 
to jfbciising ou the first data field, displaying a first static mformation tip proxiniaie to the 
first data field, wherein the first static infonnation tip does not interrupt data input into 
the first data field", '"in response to fbcnsing the second data field, displayiiig a second 
static information tip proximate to the second data fields wherein the first info^rmation tip 
remains displayed until the indication of focusing on the second data field is received'', 
'■if the data received in the first data field is erroneous, refbcnsiag on the first data field'', 
"in response to refocusing on the first data field, displaying a third static infonnation tip 
proximate to the first data field that is different from the first static infomiation tip, 
wherein tlie third static infDmiation tip does not interrupt corrective data input into the 
first data fieid'^, '"dispiaying an error marker proximate to the first data field to indicate 
the data entered in the first data field is erroneous.'' llie arsiendments are ioherentJy 
supported by the Specification since they were previously incltided in cancelled claim 4. 
Among o tlier di fferences, A iken does not teach the features of amended cl ainit L 

Aiken teaches a method, apparatus, atui aiticle of manufecture, and a niemor>^ 
structure for accepting data input into a computer (Shadier: Abstract), Specificaliy, Aiken 
fails to disclose receiving an indication of focusing on the first data field, wherein the 
indication includes placement of a cursor on the first data fiel d; in response to focusing 
on the tlrst data field, displaying a first static intbmiation tip proximate to the first data 
field as recited in amended claim 1. Rather, Aiken teaches tliat the user enters a data 
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value in a field and then that value is checked against stored cmstrainls. Thus, diere is 
no 'tip' displayed uoless and until an erroneous valiie is entered. This is in direct contrast 
to Applicants' claim 1, which recites that the static infbrmatioii tip is displayed m 
response to focusing on the data field (which is reci ted as placement of a cursor in a 
filed - not entry of an erroneous v alue). 

Furthermore, amended ctahii 1 recites displaying an error marker proximate to the 
first data field to indicate tlie data entered iu the first data field is eiToneons, vi^hich is also 
not taught or suggested by Aiken in combtoation with the other features of amended 
ciaim L For at least these reasons. Applicants respectftilly submit that Aiken fails to 
make amended claim 1 obvious, Therefbre, amended claim 1 is aliowabte. Notice to that 
effect is respectfuily requested. 

Claims 3, 5, and 17 depend from amended independent claim 1 with additional 
features. Thus, dependent claims 3, 5, and 17 are allowable fax at least the same reasons 
discussed above with respect to amended claim 1 . Therefore, based on the foregoing, the 
rejection of claims 3, 5, and 17 ahoiild also be withdrawn. 

Claim 6 recites a method for displaying a static information tip and an error 
marker that includes similar featmes as in amended claim 1 with additional features such 
as ''automaticaily focusing on the second data Seld'' and ''automatically refociising on the 
first data field, and in response to refocusing on the first data field, displaying a second 
static infbrmatiot^ tip proximate to the first data fields the second static information tip 
containing information for connecting the data received into the first data field/' 

For at least the reasons discussed above in conjunction with amended claim 1 , 
Applicants respectfully submit that Aiken also feils to make claim 6 obvious. Therefore, 
claim 6 is allowabie. Notice to that effect is respectftilly requested. 

Amended claim 7 recites a method for computer readable mediuiii having stored 
thereon computer-executable instructions which when e^ceculed fay a computer perform 
actions similar to the features of the metl-iods ciaimed in amended claims 1 and 6, For 
example, the computer-execiitable instructions of claim 7 inciude "'in response to 
focusing on tlie first data field, displaying a first static information tip proximate to the 
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firsl: data fieW^', ''atUonialkailj focusing on the second dala field'*, "if the dala raceived in 
the first data field is erroneous, automaticatly refociising on the first data field", ''in 
respome to reifociising on the first dma field, displaying a third static mfbrmatiot^ tip 
proximate to the first data fie!d thai is diffiereet from the first static information tip'', arid 
''dispiayijag an error marker proximate to the first data field to indicate the data entered in 
the first data field is erroneoiis.*' Aikeri does t^ot teach or suggest these and other features 
of amended claim 7 as discussed in more detail above. Thus, amended ciaim 7 is in 
condition for allowance. Notice to that effect is respectfidl y requested. 

Claims 9 and 1 1 depet^d ftom amet^ded itidependem claim 7 with addiiiojial 
features. I'hus, dependent claims 9 and 1 1 are aOowable for at least the same reasons 
discussed above with respect to amended claim 7. Therefore, based on the foregoing, the 
rejection of claims 9 and 1 1 shonld also be withdrawn. 

C'laim 12 recites a system for displaying a static informatioti tip and an error 
marker comprising a comptiter program modnle operative to, infer alia, ''receive a user 
indication of fbcusijig on a first data field, wherein the indication indades placement of a 
cursor on the first data field", "display a first smtic infbonation tip proximate to the first 
data field in response to receiving the indication of focusing on the first data field'^ 
"place an error marker adjacent to the first data field, if the data entered into the first data 
fieid is erroneous'', and display a second static information tip prox imate to the first data 
field irs respotise to refocusing on the first data field, the second static information tip 
containing information for correcting the data entered into the first data field/' Aiken 
does not teach or suggest the above listed and other features of amended claim 12, 
individuaily or in comtbination. Therefore, amended claim 12 is in condition for 
allowmice. 
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CONCLUSION 



In view of the foregomg amendnijents and remarks, Applicants respectfbUy 
submits timt the present apptication is in cmdilioji for aHowaiiCe. Recojisideration and 
reexamination of the application and allowance of the claims at an early date are hereby 
soiicited. If t lie Exammer has atiy questions or commeBts concernijig this matter, the 
Examiner is invited to contact the applicant's tmdersigned attorney at the Dumber below. 



Respectful iy submiited. 



MERCHANT & GOULD, FC 



Date: May 7, 2007 




Cari K. Turk 
Reg. No. 59,675 
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P.O. Box 2903 
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